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PhysiTech, Inc,
l Pairvuy Pla:za
Huntingdon Valley, Pennsylvaria 19006

Attentfoa: Mr, John P, Skurla
Presfident

Centlexent ;

He refaor to your latter of April 9, 1973, and subsequent
correcpoadence, protesting the award of a centrast to Universal
Techrolopy, Inc,, (Uptrzon, Division) for a requivenment of Optron
Displzcement Followers and Lens Systems under Request for
Pruposals (RFP) tlo, DAADIS5-73-R~0126, issued by the Dapartrient
of tha Aruy on March 13, 1973,

You rnaintain that the Deparvtment iwmproperly dcelded that
yout ladel 39A System was not equivalent to tha Cptron models
and could not be considered for award, We mist apeca with the
‘Dapartanent's decisfon for the reasons stated helow,

The procurcment was negotiated under 10 U,S5,C. 2304(a)(ll),
wilch authowizes negotiation of a contract where experinental,
developmental, ov research work is involveds, The Departuent
ctates thet the rescarch work involved here is the deteraining
of velocities and accelerations of small gun cowponents fron
measurenents of displacewents at the Aberdeen Proving Grouad,

In accordance vith this statcment, the Diétermination and
Findinps (D&F), dated February 16, 1973, in sgupport of the
authority to negotlate here contains the following pertinent
findlnpet

"Procurcnent by negotiation of the above described
property {3 nccessary because expaerfumental results of
the project for which itcas ara being procured shew
that data nust be obtained slmultancously from sevcral
polnts on the waszpon aad the man as the veapon is fired,
Only ona place of equipment is availablae for use om the

i(?c( C.M~(~(‘ao"1 ,*’}u)a.fc{j

Sl 09/500

v



B-173409

project and the electronics for data gatherving ave
set up fox this {nstrument,
"Use of formal advertiaing for the procurement
of the above described equipment 1s impracticable
. because the project requires additional compatiblae
testing capabllity before Lt can proceed,”

Oy dispositlon form, dated February 16, 1973, tha contracting
vfficer also noted that there_was "no other known instrument
of this type /(Optvon models)/ avallable on the narket,"

On the basis of these findings, tha Department issued the
Aubject RF? on a sole-source basis to Optron, The RFP contained
the following pertinent specifications for the Optron modela;

Frequency Responses DC to 25 khz
Full Scale Step Responses 10 usec
Servo Operation .

On April 5, 1973, the Nepartuent awarded the requirement to
Optron, notuithstanding youtr protest that your system should
algo be considered for ancvd, Palivery of the itaas was to ba
made In {ay 1973,

. You maintain that the Department axcluded your system
from considervatlion for award prirarily becausa of an unsatisfactory
test of your systea {n 196§, and that a vecent test of your cystem
shows tha cquivalence of your models to the Optron models,

Tha Depurtizent statas that your system was not considered
2qual to the Optron modela bucuuse cuvrent descriptiva literature
on your uodels, rathor than tescing in 1968, showed that they did
nat cawmly uith certain requivaen:nts of the Coverunent, Tha
Ciief, Dbynaales Branch, at the procuring activity gtated f{n this
regard, a3 followss

"o require a frequency response of 25 Kiz,
With the gcan or data sompling rate of 30 Iilz, as
stated in the PhysiTech bulletin, the frequency '
raesponse will be considerably less than required,
Tue requlred full scuale step response is 10 per
sccond while tha PhysiTech bulletin atates 30 per
second. The output of the PhysiTech unit aFtcmpting
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to follow the displacement of a gun barrel vibrating
at a frequency of 20 Kliz would he very wisleading,
Another reagson that & servo-typa system was specified
1s thst when measuring the dfsplacement of components
of autonatic gun nechanisns, sooke gencrally causes
changes in the light latensity during fiviunyg and

. nonuniformly distributed oil films produce Lright
chungeable reflections, The servo-type system locks
on and tracks a target and 1s not seriously affected
Ly thesd changes, The continuously scanning type
aysten vequires intensc uniform lighting over the
field of rution and is unsatisfactory under the
conditions that we intend to use the systew,'

itlth respect to the recent testing of your system, the
Chief, Dyarules Braunch, by disposition fowrm of July 5, 1973,
. cupy enclosed, statec that sugh testing did not show the
equivalence of your system to that of the Optron system with
respact to ascanning performance and frequency rcaponse,

Ve have consistently held that it is primavily the procuring
agency's responsibllity to determine speciiications reflecting
the actual neads of the Goverrnmant, aud that we will not question
the cdotemainatlons unless thcy are shownt to be clearly in error,
50 Comp, Gen, 193, 199 (1970). Dasad on our veview of the agency's
technical poaitlon, we caunot conclude that the Departmant's
specificatlaons reflect other than its actual neceds for this
requirement, or that your system meets the Government's ncuds,

[
In \icw of the foregoing, your protest ruat bs denied,

Sincerely yours,

E. H., Morse, Jr,

Yor thas Comptroller General
of th: Yalted States





